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Art Unit: 2457 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-49 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-10, 23-32, and 45-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lonnroth et al. (US Patent # 6,826,597 B1, hereinafter Lon) in 
view of Dutta et al. (US Patent # 6,615,212 B1, hereinafter Dutta). 

4. With respect to claims 1 and 23, Lon discloses a computer-implemented method 
and a computer readable media embodying a program for automatically configuring a 
translation code, the method comprising: translating data within a server into a data 
format required by a client using the translation code (col. 4, lines 6-16); 
transmitting the translated data from the server to the client (col. 4, lines 6-24) 
automatically adapting the translation code to the changed data format upon receipt of 
the data object definition message (col. 4, lines 6-24) but does not clearly disclose 
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transmitting a change of the data format from the client to the server in a data object 
definition message. 

In the same field of endeavor, Dutta discloses a computer-implemented method 
and a computer readable media embodying a program for automatically configuring a 
translation code, the method comprising: translating data within a server into a data 
format required by a client using the translation code (col. 7, lines 63-67, col. 8, lines 1- 
22, col. 9, lines 13-67, col. 10, lines 1-7); transmitting the translated data from the 
server to the client (col. 7, lines 63-67, col. 8, lines 1-22, col. 9, lines 13-67, col. 10, lines 
1-7); transmitting a change of the data format from the client to the server in a data 
object definition message (col. 7, lines 63-67, col. 8, lines 1-22, col. 9, lines 13-67, col. 
10, lines 1-7); and automatically adapting the translation code to the changed data 
format upon receipt of the data object definition message (col. 7, lines 63-67, col. 8, 
lines 1-22, col. 9, lines 13-67, col. 10, lines 1-7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Lon with the teachings of 
Dutta in order to be able to improve the method of transcoding data formats and 
sending information to minimize transmission times. 

5. With respect to claims 2 and 24, Lon discloses wherein the data object definition 
message is automatically transmitted from the client to the server upon change of the 
data format within the client (col. 4, lines 6-16, when requests are made, client is 
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6. With respect to claims 3 and 25, Lon discloses wherein the translation code is 
adapted to the changed data format within a translation code generator upon receipt of 
the data object definition message (col. 6, lines 2-7). 

7. With respect to claims 4 and 26, Lon discloses wherein the translated data is 
transmitted from the server to the client using a standard object description language 
(col. 4, lines 16-24). 

8. With respect to claims 5 and 26, Lon discloses wherein the data object definition 
message is transmitted from the client to the server using a standard object description 
language (col. 4, lines 6-16). 

9. With respect to claims 6 and 27, Lon discloses wherein the data format required 
by the client is extracted and translated from the stored data by the translation code 
prior to sending the translated data from the server to the client (col. 5, lines 31-37, col. 
8, lines 22-30). 

1 0. With respect to claims 7 and 28, Lon discloses the translation code uses XSL for 
translating the data into said the data format required by the client (col. 4, lines 6-24, 
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1 1 . With respect to claims 8 and 29, Lon discloses wherein the server provides a 
data object definition message format (col. 5, lines 31-37). 

12. With respect to claims 9 and 30, Lon discloses further comprising the step of 
managing access to the server by the data object definition messages via an 
authorization management procedure (col. 5, lines 21-30). 

1 3. With respect to claims 1 0 and 31 , Lon discloses further comprising the step of 
managing data formats of different clients via a version management procedure (col. 4, 
lines 56-67, col. 5, lines 1-3). 

14. With respect to claim 45, Lon discloses a computer system for automatically 
configuring a translation code, the system comprising: 

a code generator, associated with a server, that provides the translation code and which 
includes a subcomponent that adapts the translation code automatically to a change of 
data format upon receipt of a data object definition message (col. 4, lines 6-24); and a 
translating means, for translating data into a data format required by a client based on 
the translation code (col. 4, lines 6-24) but does not clearly disclose transmitting a 
change of the data format from the client to the server in a data object definition 
message. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Dutta discloses a computer-implemented method 
and a computer readable media embodying a program for automatically configuring a 
translation code, the method comprising: translating data within a server into a data 
format required by a client using the translation code (col. 7, lines 63-67, col. 8, lines 1- 
22, col. 9, lines 13-67, col. 10, lines 1-7); transmitting the translated data from the 
server to the client (col. 7, lines 63-67, col. 8, lines 1-22, col. 9, lines 13-67, col. 10, lines 
1-7); transmitting a change of the data format from the client to the server in a data 
object definition message (col. 7, lines 63-67, col. 8, lines 1-22, col. 9, lines 13-67, col. 
10, lines 1-7); and automatically adapting the translation code to the changed data 
format upon receipt of the data object definition message (col. 7, lines 63-67, col. 8, 
lines 1-22, col. 9, lines 13-67, col. 10, lines 1-7). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Lon with the teachings of 
Dutta in order to be able to improve the method of transcoding data formats and 
sending information to minimize transmission times. 
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15. With respect to claim 46, Lon discloses wherein the translating means extracts 
the information required by the client from the data prior to sending the translated data 
from the server to the client (col. 5, lines 31-37, col. 8, lines 22-30) 

16. With respect to claim 47, Lon discloses further comprising a managing procedure 
that manages the data format of the data object definition message (col. 7, lines 39-49). 

17. With respect to claim 48, Lon discloses further comprising an access control 
procedure that controls access to the server by the data object definition messages (col. 
5, lines 21-30) 

18. With respect to claim 49, Lon discloses further comprising a detection procedure 
that automatically detects changes in the data format (col. 6, lines 1-3, lines 32-52). 

19. Claims 11-13, 15-22, 33-35, 37-44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Lon and Dutta as applied to claims 1 and 23 in view of 
Bauer et al. (US Patent # 5,884,325, hereinafter Bauer). 

20. With respect to claims 1 1 and 33, Lon and Dutta does not clearly disclose upon 
change of the data format, the server requests the data object definition message from 
the client and the client transmits the data object definition message upon request to the 
server. 
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In the same field of endeavor, Bauer discloses upon change of the data format, 
the server requests the data object definition message from the client and the client 
transmits the data object definition message upon request to the server (col. 1 , lines 50- 
57, col. 2, lines 1-5). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Lon and Dutta with the 
teachings of Bauer in order to ensure that the files of the server are up-to-date with the 
files of the client. 

21 . With respect to claims 1 2 and 34, Lon discloses wherein the server automatically 
detects changes in the data format of data associated with the server (col. 6, lines 1-3, 
lines 32-52) 

22. With respect to claims 13 and 35, Lon discloses the computer-implemented 
method of claim 12, wherein the changes in the data format are detected by version 
identification (col. 7, lines 39-49) 

23. With respect to claims 15 and 37, Lon discloses wherein the translation code is 
adapted to the changed data format within a translation code generator upon reception 
of the data object definition message (col. 6, lines 2-7). 
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24. With respect to claims 16 and 38, Lon discloses wherein the translated data is 
transmitted from the server to the client using a standard object description language 
(col. 4, lines 16-24). 

25. With respect to claims 17 and 39, Lon discloses wherein the data object 
definition message is transmitted from the client to the server using a standard object 
description language (col. 4, lines 6-16). 

26. With respect to claims 18 and 40, Lon discloses wherein the data required by the 
client is extracted and translated from the stored data by the translation code prior to 
sending the translated data from the server to the client (col. 5, lines 31-37, col. 8, lines 
22-30). 

27. With respect to claims 1 9 and 41 , Lon discloses the translation code uses XSL 
for translating the data into the data format used by the client (col. 4, lines 6-24, col. 7, 
lines 39-49). 

28. With respect to claims 20 and 42, Lon discloses wherein the server provides a 
data object definition message format (col. 5, lines 31-37). 

29. With respect to claims 21 and 43, Lon discloses further comprising the step of 
managing access to the server by the data object definition messages via an 
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authorization management procedure (col. 5, lines 21-30). 

30. With respect to claims 22 and 44, Lon discloses further comprising the step of 
managing data formats of different clients via a version management procedure (col. 4, 
lines 56-67, col. 5, lines 1-3). 

31 . Claims 14 and 36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lon and Dutta as applied to claims 1, 11, 12, 23, and 33 in view of Koskimies 
(US Pub # 2003/0233383, hereinafter Kosk). 

32. With respect to claims 14 and 36, Lon and Dutta do not clearly disclose wherein 
the changes in the data format are detected during an exchange of data between the 
server and the client. 

In the same field of endeavor, Kosk discloses wherein the changes in the data 
format are detected during an exchange of data between the server and the client 
([0050], lines 1-24). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teachings of Lon and Dutta with the 
teachings of Kosk in order to be able to synchronize the client and the server in an 
efficient manner by knowing beforehand that a synchronization between the client and 
server is needed. 



Application/Control Number: 10/800,312 
Art Unit: 2457 



Page 1 1 



Response to Arguments 

33. Applicant's arguments, with regards to claims 1-49 have been considered by are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to HO SHIU whose telephone number is (571)270-3810. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thur (8:30am - 4:00pm). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on 571-272-4001 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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